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GREAT TRANSITION INITIATIVE 


TOWARD A TRANSFORMATIVE VISION AND PRAXIS 


Planetize the Movement! 
Valentine M. Moghadam 


The Historical Conjuncture 


In January 2020, as | was writing this essay, Americans celebrated the life and legacy of Dr. 
Martin Luther King, Jr., whose message of social equality, economic justice, and peace is as 
relevant today as ever—arguably more so. That month, the US and Iran (the country of my 
birth) seemed to be on the brink of war. Australia was experiencing climate change-related 
disaster, the opioid crisis continued to devastate communities and families across the US, and 
refugees and migrants still faced exclusion and disdain. Income inequality in the US and in 
many other countries grew ever wider, as the power of capital over labor remained strong. 


Across the globe, the rightward march of populist politics continued apace. 


This is only a small list of the world’s problems, some of which are common to humanity and 
some specific to nation-states and communities. To echo Lenin, what is to be done? For an 
answer, we can echo Dr. King: “planetize our movement.”' But what is “the movement,” and 


how can it be planetized? 


The World Social Forum, launched in 2001 to assert that a “another world is possible,” attracted 
civil society organizations and social movements from across the globe, many of them 
associated with what scholars called the global justice movement, or “the movement of 
movements.” Then came the global financial crisis, followed by the Arab Spring demanding the 
fall of authoritarian and corrupt regimes, the European summer of anti-austerity protests, and 


Occupy Wall Street (OWS), with its rallying cry against the privileged 1%. 


A decade later, we face a weakened and increasingly irrelevant WSF, the modest harvest of the 


Arab Spring along with failed states, the demise of OWS, entrenched neoliberalism, and 
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unabated militarism. These developments have wreaked havoc on communities in the Global 
South, generating the refugee and migrant waves that resulted in the right-wing populist 
backlash. Meanwhile, right-wing populist leaders have appropriated some of the grievances and 
even language of the Left—especially the very early critiques of neoliberal capitalist globalization, 
as well as the unions’ despair over labor's displacement and stagnating wages—to win over 


citizens in country after country. 


From a world-historical perspective, we are living in a period similar to the early twentieth century, 
during which the British Empire was losing its global hegemony? That period led to inter- 
imperialist rivalries, the Great War, the expansion of socialism and communism, the fascist 
reaction, and the Second World War. Today, US hegemony is similarly in decline, and the transition 
and chaos we experience include growing powers challenging that hegemony (China, Russia, Iran); 
military adventures and the destabilization of states by the US and its allies (e.g., Afghanistan 2001, 
Iraq 2003, Honduras 2009, Libya 2011, Syria since 2011, Yemen since 2015); right-wing populist 


political parties and governments; and the ecological crisis. 


The moment is ripe for an alternative. Labor unrest has grown around the world, encompassing 
industrial workers, teachers, health workers, janitors, and others across the Middle East and 
North Africa, in Latin America, and even in the US. Indeed, we may be nearing a classic Leninist 
“revolutionary situation,” which could be the culmination of “the world revolution of 20xx.” If so, 


the Global Left should be better prepared to meet the challenge. 


The good news is that there is a “new Global Left” that enjoys a multitude of emerging 


movements, including climate justice groups led by young people. The rich array of activist 
groups and the dynamism and passion they display excite a sense of possibility. However, the very 
diversity of movements and their weak interconnection could constrain the Global Left's ability to 
achieve meaningful change.® Without consensus around a common agenda, how are we to make 
the great transition from an entrenched global system based on capitalist profit, top-down 
decision-making, war, and environmental degradation to a world where people and the planet 
take center stage in politics and policy? Surely we need not only resistance on a multiplicity of 
grounds, but also agreement on a clear, coherent, and feasible alternative to the unjust, 


undemocratic, and unsustainable status quo. 
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A Missing Global Actor 


The socialist and communist movements and parties of the nineteenth and twentieth centuries 
pinned their hopes on the capacity of a united working class, defined as a largely male industrial 
laboring class (“the proletariat”), to tame and challenge capitalism. In the latter part of the 
twentieth century and into the twenty-first, the nature of that class changed, now encompassing 
a broader spectrum of working people, such as those in public and private services (including 
care workers) who labor under the supervision of highly paid managers and administrators, along 
with the precariat and gig economy workers. On the Left, however, many do not regard that more 
inclusive working class as a central actor, despite its composition spanning race, ethnicity, religion, 


national origin, and gender.’ 


Instead, today’s movements—certainly in the US—seem to define actors based on particular 
identities and interests. Rather than the singular actor of yore (the working class), today there is 

a multiplicity of actors across numerous Movements. The question arises as to whether such a 
multiplicity of actors can generate the necessary coordination and craft a strategy to challenge 
the powers-that-be—economic and political elites situated in national governments; in the 
financial, corporate, and military sectors; and in institutions of global governance. If those elites are 
so well connected, why is it so difficult for our numerous movements to coalesce around a shared 


identity and agenda? 


In my estimation, the Left has lost sight of the proverbial forest for the proverbial trees. It has 
gotten far too caught up in culture wars and battles over identity, forgetting the centrality of 
political economy to the hidden injuries not only of class, but also of race and ethnicity, women’s 
subordination, the destruction of the commons, and inter- and intra-state rivalries, violence, 

and war. This strategic shift away from political economy has removed the Left's traditional 
constituency—the working class in all its breadth and diversity—from a meaningful role. The shift 
also has confused the Left's priorities. For instance, we cannot truly address the problems of 
racism and discrimination without giving urgent attention to the systemic problems of class: low- 
income communities devastated by precarious employment, the loss of public investment, dirty 


air and water, poor-quality schooling, and bad health. 
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The politics of class cannot be divorced from those of race and of sex, because class is imbued 
with race and sex, and race and sex are themselves imbued with class. Under patriarchal and 
racist capitalism, there is no class exploitation without racial and sexual oppression. The 
separation of the three intersecting dimensions across unconnected movements—often lacking 
in understanding of and solidarity with each other—is among the unfortunate outcomes of our 
times, caused to some degree by partial, segmented internal politics, but largely by the relentless 


and effective political, cultural, and ideological campaigns of the ruling elites. 
Catalytic Action Now 


In the wake of the global financial crisis, it became clear that the world needed a new economic 
system. Change did not come about, however. To offer a viable alternative to financialization 
and runaway “shareholderism,” movements need to stand for workplace democracy and shared 
management, and for long-term rational and people-oriented planning over short-term profit. 
Although breaking up huge corporations should be the goal, taxing them adequately and using 
the revenue for societal needs and rights, not for continued militarism, can steer society in the 


right direction in the interim. 


At the same time, we also need to think bigger. Contrary to the conventional wisdom that 
socialist and communist experiments all ended in failure, | believe that there is a lot we can learn 
from them. Indeed, this “failure literature” lacks balance and historical accuracy. The great socialist, 
communist, and liberation movements of the past may not have accomplished all that they could 
have or intended to, but they were very effective providing education and culture for the poor 
and imparting the legacy of equality, economic justice, and women’s advancement. The 
Communist movement had its shortcomings, but it promoted women’s equality and racial 
equality, supported numerous liberation movements, and checked capitalist and imperialist 


expansion. 


In contrast, our recent movements have failed even in the short run. They may have changed the 
subject—certainly OWS highlighted the problem of income inequalities and helped reintroduce 


capitalism and its flaws into the national conversation in the US—but they could not compel 
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change of the system itself, much less dislodge its major actors and beneficiaries. Unlike the 
progressive movements of the late nineteenth century and much of the twentieth century that 
gave us socialism and social democracy, an end to British colonialism, Third World development, 
and the demise of authoritarianism in southern Europe, the movements of the twenty-first century 
have not been able to make headway in structural or systemic terms. Instead, the collapse of 


world communism—celebrated across the globe—actually generated new crises and chaos. 


One response to the crisis has been the new municipalism, which aims to implement localized 
democratic practices and people-oriented resource allocation. In one promising example, the 
administration of the Communist mayor of Santiago, Chile, has created a “people's pharmacy,’ 
offered cheap eye-care and glasses, increased public housing, and embraced leftist approaches 
to community safety, among other progressive people-oriented initiatives.? But localism is not 
enough, as many of our problems are global in nature. The recklessness of the financial sector has 
had ripple effects across borders; the obsession with economic growth and capital accumulation 
has generated a massive, global environmental crisis. That brilliant experiment in radical 
democratic feminist municipalism—Rojava in northern Syria—was overturned in October 2019 
by a brutal Turkish invasion facilitated by the Trump administration. Thus, we must heed Dr. King's 


message to “take the nonviolent movement international” and to planetize it. 


The Global Left and its infrastructure remain fragmented and disconnected, except for periodic 


mass rallies against the most egregious actions of global capitalism and imperial states. But it 


wasn't always so. Once, vibrant Internationals were organized to guide and promote a worldwide 
movement. The influential First International, initially called the International Workingmen’s 
Association, was formed in 1864, but contention between the anarchist and socialist wings led to 
its demise in the late 1870s. Its successor, the Second International, had great success, but fractured 
in the run-up to World War |. The Third International formed after the Russian revolution to unite 
socialist and communist groups from across Europe and Asia, but later, under Stalin, became 


corrupted into the highly centralized Comintern? 


Both the successes and the failures of these Internationals offer vital lessons: a powerful worldwide 
movement could be premised on both a global political organization with a strategy for change 


and the strength of plural and diverse movements that call the status quo into question. To move 
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forward, we need to look back at the old Internationals and, at the same time, not give up on the 
World Social Forum. The crises and injustices of our times call for both a coordinated “united front” 


and a loosely aligned “popular front.” 


Some say the language of the past—socialism, communism, planning—is outmoded and unlikely 
to resonate. And yet, many young people embrace the term socialism; in the US, they rallied around 
Bernie Sanders’s call for “democratic socialism,” and in the UK, they coalesced around the Labour 
Party's left-wing faction, Momentum, and its leader, Jeremy Corbyn. In Tunisia, where young people 
are losing hope in capitalist democracy because of high unemployment and other economic 
difficulties, the left-wing student union UGET and the many young supporters of the Front Populaire 
call for planning and a strong welfare state. Around the world, women have come together around 
a more inclusive, transformative vision of feminism, which some call “feminism for the 99%.” The 
“left nationalism” of Scotland, Northern Ireland, and the Kurds is also part of the new Global Left and 


could help constitute a global movement against capitalism, militarism, and oligarchic states. 


The world’s injustices as well as new possibilities for alliance have inspired calls for coordinated 
forms of organizing. The late Egyptian Marxist economist Samir Amin, for instance, called for a 

Fifth International.” But to balance the complementary needs of global coordination and plural 
autonomy, two Internationals may be needed, one that remains horizontally based—the movement 
of movements—and the other vertically organized, drawing inspiration and lessons from the old 


Internationals. 


What might this mean in practical, strategic terms? To start, we should revitalize the World Social 
Forum." It encompasses diverse grievances, identities, and interests; it remains the site for dialogic 
discussion and the cultivation of solidarity across movements; and it has resisted the authoritarian 
impulses and practices of capital and the state. It can remain an open space for dialogue among 
place-based and identity-expressive movements. Building up the Global Left and helping advance 
a Great Transition, however, requires a global political organization to do the necessary cross- 
movement “translation” work and deliver a plan for structural change at national, regional, and 


global levels. Accomplishing this will be an arduous task, but we can't afford to wait. 


Whether it is called the Fifth International, the United Front, the Progressive International, or the 


World Party, such an organization would be vertically organized, along the lines of the earlier 
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Internationals but with the involvement of anti-imperialist feminist groups such as Code Pink, the 
Women’s International League for Peace and Freedom, Marche Mondiale des Femmes, and the 
new Feminist Foreign Policy Project. This planetized formation would encompass progressive 
parties, anti-neoliberal unions, and anti-war movements across the globe. It would practice 
democratic decision-making and offer a clear vision and mission of an alternative system of 
production, social reproduction, trade, and international relations. It would revive the 2011 Arab 
Spring call, “The people want the fall of the regime,” and create a powerful message demanding 
a re-enactment of what occurred in 1989/1990, but in reverse: “The people want the fall of the ruling 


capitalist elites.” 


Such a plan calls for a renewed emphasis on the working class, expansively defined and 
represented. Unions could organize the unorganized, carry out the necessary political education 
work among their members, and create broad coalitions with progressive political parties and 
unions across borders.’ It is worth noting that unions of teachers and nurses have been taking to 
the streets and making demands in Morocco, Iran, Iraq, Tunisia, Chile, and France, as well as in the 


US. Such parallel developments are ripe for cross-fertilization and coordination. 


We should take the best from the past—planning, coordinating, internationalism, and action— 
and move forward with a common agenda for systemic transformation. To move forward with 

an International, veterans of past, more centralized movements and organizations might take the 
lead in organizing an initial meeting, to convene in a country that has felt the devastating effects 
of neoliberalism, such as Argentina or Greece. Another venue could be Tunisia—now the only 
genuinely democratic country in the Middle East/North Africa region. Our movements need to 
coalesce to make the present moment of populism and hegemonic decline an advantageous one 
for a Great Transition—this time toward a global socialist-feminist democracy built through the 


synergy of a new International and a revitalized WSF. 
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Panel 


GREAT TRANSITION INITIATIVE 


TOWARD A TRANSFORMATIVE VISION AND PRAXIS 


Thinking Diagonally 


Christopher Chase-Dunn 


Valentine Moghadam’s essay offers important insights on the current state, and possible future, 
of the Global Left. The Social Forum process was a good run-up for the global justice 
movement, but it seems to have run its course! It is time for progressives to move toward a 
more systematic and organized approach. Last year, in a forum on Samir Amin’s proposal for a 
Fifth International co-published by the Journal of World-Systems Research, Globalizations, and the 
Pambazuka News, Rebecca Alvarez and | proposed a single “diagonal” organization that would 
combine decentralized horizontalism with a degree of democratic coordination that should 
make for a greater degree of global political capability than that exhibited by the World Social 
Forum. Such a structure could both support and defend egalitarian projects and communities 
while also waging effective struggle against the power of reactionary states, firms, and 


populist movements. 


A resistance to formal organization is common among the Left, as we have seen not only in 
the World Social Forum but also in phenomena like Occupy and the Arab Spring. Activists 
sought to intentionally avoid the inherent conservatism of institutions, which can often fight 


to maintain their own self-interest and internal power structure. 


But the avoidance of organization hamstrings any movement's ability to achieve its own goals. 
Organization need not entail a Leninist demand to “march in line.” Virtual Communications 
and democratic decision-making technologies can be harnessed to produce better integrated 
organizations. Rotating leadership can expand opportunities for participatory democracy, the 
degree of bureaucracy can and should vary according to the risks involved, and local groups 
should be able to adjust their organizational structure according to the context and nature of 


a task. A movement of movements must be willing to organize and engage at every level, 
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from the global to the local. And this must include engaging in electoral politics, for by taking 


power at the local level, a globally connected Left can begin to prefigure a better world. 


Our idea of a diagonal organization is just one of many percolating. Sahan Savas Karatasli has 
argued for a moiety of two party-network organizations similar to that proposed by Moghadam- 
And Heikki Patomäki has advocated for a global political party, with DIEM25 an emergent 
example.* The global justice focus of the Social Forum process that stressed the need for 


addressing global inequalities must continue to be a priority. 


These are exciting times. Another World Revolution is happening. The Global Right and the Global 
Left are once again contending with each other and with centrist liberalism. It is different this time 
around, but imagination and perseverance will be rewarded, as they were in the World Revolution 


of 1917. As my old friend Andre Gunder Frank often said, a luta continua. 
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GREAT TRANSITION INITIATIVE 


TOWARD A TRANSFORMATIVE VISION AND PRAXIS 


Ride the Movement Waves 


Donatella Della Porta 


| have followed with interest the debate about the need to planetize social and political 
struggles. While agreeing on the normative side, what | missed is the analysis of which 
movements we would like to see shifting scale upwards. This analysis is essential to understand 


the potential paths for “planetization.” 


The global justice movement has been interpreted as a sign of the globalization of contentious 
politics. As decisions moved to the international level, social movements seemed to adapt, 
targeting international organizations. This was especially the case in Europe, where the EU had 
acquired more and more competencies, opening various channels of access to civil society 
organizations. In the beginning of the new millennium, the European Social Forums offered an 
important public space for the convergence of various streams of progressive movements all 
over the Continent and beyond. Acting globally, various transnational campaigns were seen to 


reflect but also fuel the spreading of cosmopolitan values. 


At the beginning of the 2010s, mobilizations in Tunisia, Egypt, Spain, Greece, and the United 
States, and later on in Turkey and Brazil, up to the French Nuit Debout, were considered part 

of acommon wave of anti-austerity protests. While all of them were triggered by a global 
financial crisis, they seemed however to be more rooted at the national level, targeting 
domestic institutions. Moreover, against decisions made by international organizations that 
appeared to expropriate citizens from their capacity to affect politics, they also addressed issues 
of national sovereignty and referred to the nation-state as the space for democratic 
accountability.’ This happened also in Europe, where harsh conditions were imposed on the 


countries endowed with less competitive economies and forced to get loans from the so-called 
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Troika, consisting of the European Commission, the European Central Bank, and the International 


Monetary Fund. 


Towards the end of the decade, the discontent with austerity measures still mobilized a strong 
wave of protests in various countries and with varying intensity; the crisis of political legitimacy 

and growing inequality has unleashed strong social movements that, while keeping attention on 
social injustice, single out some of their specific consequences on violence against women, the 
peripheral economies, global warming, precarious youth, and self-determination. Several of these 
movements quickly spread at the international level, through global days of action, promoting the 
idea that a global view of the problems and global solutions, are needed. Fifty years after the “Hot 
Autumn” of 1969, with workers protests spreading in Europe, a new global “Hot Autumn” was noted 
in 2019, with massive protests erupting contemporaneously in Lebanon and Iraq, Chile and Ecuador, 
Barcelona and London, with protestors often referring to each other, through the showing of each 
other's banners and flags. This “Hot Autumn" of 2019 surprised both the mass media and the public 
with the convergence in time but spread in space of massive waves of protest against increasing 


inequalities as well as the corruption of the political and economic elites. 


If the global justice movement has been a successful example of transnationalization through the 
creation of arenas of encounters at the world level, anti-austerity protests, while characterized by 
cross-national diffusion of ideas, were however mainly using the path of domestication, resisting 
the global crisis and austerity measures imposed by international organizations by massive protests 
that target national governments. Attempts at building transnational campaigns—such as, for 
instance, Blockupy against the policies of the European Central Bank—survived, but with more 
challenges and less opportunities than previous international protest campaigns. In 2019, rebellion 
spread with frequent expression of solidarity among activists mobilizing in places as distant as 


Lebanon and Chile, Catalonia or Hong Kong. 


It is important to note that these protest tides are related to each other. The three waves are 
empirically interrelated, with the spreading of ideas across time, through memories and legacies, 
but also an adaptation to the changing times, through learning processes. Old and new social 
movement groups meet in the organization of protests. Old activists are mobilized anew, bringing 
in their experiences and knowledge to new generations that develop new protest tastes, more 


adapted to their own conditions. In fact, while each of them involved new generations of activists, 
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each also remobilized previous ones that brought to the new waves knowledge and experiences of 


past collective mobilizations. 


While growing in a moment of still rampant neoliberalism, the global justice movement had 

seen the convergence of various progressive streams in broad and fluid networks. A meta- 

frame had developed bridging specific concerns within broader meta-frames that targeted 
neoliberal capitalism, calling for justice against increasing inequalities as well as for participatory 

and deliberative forms of democracy. Global and macroregional forums represented arenas for 
encounters for thousands of groups and tens of thousands of activists; massive demonstrations took 
citizens back to the streets in contestation of the summits of international organizations, including 


the EU. 


About a decade later, as the financial crisis confirmed the pessimistic prediction of the global justice 
movement about the lack of capacity of neoliberalism to fulfill its promises of progress and well- 
being, a new transnational cycle of protests developed, still targeting increasing inequalities and 
calling for another democracy. Faced with massive participation of the citizens, the acampadas 
(protest camps) represented an innovative form of, at the same time, organization and action. 
Targeting the austerity measures that national governments had adopted, under pressure from 
lending international organizations, in the occupied squares activists prefigured different forms of 
relations, based on participation and discursive quality that adapted those invented by the global 


justice movement to new circumstances. 


Towards the end of the 2010s, new waves of protests against precarity, violence against women, or 
global warming took over some of the frames of the previous waves, locating those issues within a 
critique of the existing social and political relations. Fluid networks connected groups active on the 
territory, often mobilizing citizens for the first time. The struggles against extreme inequalities and 
corrupt elites resonated with the anti-austerity protests of the beginning of the decade, but within 
more global waves. While Fridays For Future, Extinction Rebellion, and Ni Una Menos repeatedly 
organized global days of protest, the massive mobilizations of the Hot Autumn of 2019 were rooted 
in national cleavages but also expressed rage at a global capitalist development that increased social 


inequalities and constrained civil rights and political freedom. 
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While different in their forms and focus, these three waves of contention show us the importance of 
horizontal networking in bringing together the multitude of existing movements. Catalytic action is 
indeed very important in creating momentum, but it develops upon existing movement resources 
and specific dynamics within different movement nets. While strong thinking is relevant to singling 
out the common enemy in a transnational capitalist class, the building of a unified cosmic story is 
unlikely as the various struggles need space and time to construct their own knowledge and need 
horizontal spaces to connect and build trust. More structured organizations have been important in 
each of the three cycles, and the development and success of movement parties on the Left prove 
that even very horizontal forms of protest might trigger deep changes in institutional politics. The 
continuous tension between “vertical” and “horizontal” organizational models seem indeed not only 
unavoidable but probably useful in order to exploit a moment of big uncertainties but also rife with 


alternatives. 


Endnotes 


1. Donatella Della Porta, Social Movements in Times of Austerity: Bringing Capitalism Back into Protest Analysis 
(Cambridge, UK: Polity Press, 2015); Donatella Della Porta and Alice Mattoni, eds., Spreading Protest: Social 
Movements in Times of Crisis (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2014). 


About the Author 


Donatella Della Porta is professor of political science, dean of the Faculty of 
Political and Social Sciences, and Director of the PhD program in Political 
Science and Sociology at the Scuola Normale Superiore in Florence, where she 
also leads the Center on Social Movement Studies (Cosmos). She has directed 
Mobilizing for Democracy, a European Research Council project on civil 
society participation in democratization processes in Europe, the Middle East, 
Asia, and Latin America. She is the author or editor of 90 books, 150 journal 
articles, and 150 contributions in edited volumes. Her recent publications 
include Social Movements: An Introduction (3rd edition), Can Social Movements 
Save Democracy?, Contesting Higher Education, and Late Neoliberalism and its 
Discontents. 


17 | PLANETIZE THE MOVEMENT! | GTI FORUM CONTRIBUTION 


GREAT TRANSITION INITIATIVE 


TOWARD A TRANSFORMATIVE VISION AND PRAXIS 


Expanding Our Ambitions 
Richard Falk 


| found Val Moghadam’'s “Planetize the Movement!” a masterful effort to demonstrate the 
continued diagnostic and prescriptive relevance of Left traditions of thought and practice in 
responding to the urgent systemic challenges currently confronting humanity. She also offers 
perceptive comments on the emergence of distinct social movements seeking a better future 

in distinct spheres of activity, citing especially ecologically oriented activism, feminism in various 
forms, progressive anti-globalization initiatives, and forms of radical opposition to income and 
wealth inequalities. Without minimizing obstacles and adverse trends, Moghadam usefully anchors 
her hopes for the future on two central propositions: first, in her words, “the moment is ripe for an 
alternative”; and second, planetizing the movement depends on a political economy critique of 
neoliberal globalization coupled with the advocacy of a new progressive vision that draws heavily 


on socialist and communist experience and thought of the twentieth century. 


| find this a stimulating overall point of departure, and accept the relevance of her innovative 
formulation of “two Internationals,” a horizontal network of progressive social activist initiatives, 
which | have characterized as “globalization-from-below,” and a vertical mechanism that builds on 
the experience of the four Internationals periodically established over the past 150 years, as well 
as acknowledging Samir Amin’s proposal of a Fifth International to allow leftist influence to 
resume its vital presence in the aftermath of the Cold War! While Moghadam is sensitive to the 
argument that reviving Marxist and neo-Marxist interpretations of her call to action has been 
widely criticized as passé, she remains confident of its catalytic relevance to the present historical 
conjuncture, citing the responsiveness of American youth to the overtly socialist message of 
Bernie Sanders. | am not sure about this: while fully agreeing that a movement for the planet must 
relate centrally to political economy, | am more skeptical about supposing that we can achieve 


the understanding we now need from the Old Left class and labor-oriented revolutionary rhetoric 
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and worldviews. For one thing, the digital networking that underpins globalization and creates new 
potentialities, dangers, and risks is not easily accommodated, and however hard one tries, the realities 
of a postindustrial labor market are increasingly as deeply threatened by automation and artificial 
intelligence as by exploitative elites. This suggests to me a qualitative change that requires a new 
vocabulary to describe the plight of many individuals threatened not only on the level of material 


livelihood but also by dehumanization in relation to a meaningful life experience. 


Moreover, | am not convinced that the mainstream Left traditions are very mobilizing with respect to 
planetizing ambitions regarding the unprecedented bio-ecological-species challenge. This challenge 
exposes a missing dimension in most versions of leftist thinking that is as vital as the reintegration 

of political economy preoccupations into progressive thought and action. It is worth noticing in this 
regard that it is the admonishing voice of Greta Thunberg indicting the established order for its 
failure to do what is needed to address climate change before it is too late that has had the most 
pronounced impact on public consciousness in this century. Her declaration of an ecological 
emergency that dooms the future unless drastic action is taken, including of course against the 
excesses of capitalism, is oriented far more toward an Enlightenment insistence on heeding the 
scientific consensus than on rekindling class warfare. Her essential plea is to be guided by facts and 


evidence, and not by narcissistic material interests of the beneficiaries of the established order. 


Because of its focus on class conflict and economistic commentary, | believe that most Left thinking 
fails to attribute enough responsibility for the evils of our world to “modernity” in addition to damage 
wrought by capitalism, or for that matter socialism. It is due to the modernity paradigm that we have 
long enthroned ideas of national sovereignty, tribal nationalism, and state-centric world order, which 
fosters militarism, imperial geopolitics, and prolonged civil strife. Modernity is more responsible for 
these features of world order than even the rapacious private sector fondness for bloated military 
budgets, arms trade, and arms races. In the West, particularly, it is from the individualist ideologies of 
modernity that we derive this confusion of endowing economic growth and technological innovation 
with limitless horizons of progress and the bestowal of high degrees of personal contentment, 

while almost forgetting the lost achievements of premodernity with respect to collective identities 
and cohesive community. It is notable that even the canonical formulation of human decency in 


the Universal Declaration of Human Rights (1950) was expressed as rights of the individual, and 
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complementary obligations of responsibility were ignored altogether. Political economy is crucial, 
yet also insufficient unless coupled with comprehensive ethical and cultural reframing of the societal 
norms associated with the modernity paradigm. For instance, the acceptance of limits, so crucial to 
constituting a balanced habitat connecting human activities with their natural surroundings, is as 


absent from traditional Left thinking as it is from mainstream secularism and modernist rationalism. 


Finally, | have some thoughts about Moghadam’s proposed two Internationals. While directly 
responsive to the central theme of planetizing the movement, such a framing seems to neglect the 
importance of the global normative order, particularly international law and the United Nations, as a 
primary element of a world transformed in accordance with a progressive worldview. Given global- 
scale challenges, the need for humane structures of global governance is obvious, which implies 
regulatory and coordinating mechanisms based on a logic of equality rather than as at present, 
reflecting the geopolitical realities of inequality. The UN and international law currently exhibit the 
deficiencies of the established system of world order, especially double standards, victor's justice, 
and geopolitical governance. Only the five winners in World War Il (75 years ago) have impunity 
when it comes to upholding international law and respecting the UN Charter, only the losers or 
weak states are held accountable for adhering to international criminal law, and only the leading 
political actors retain discretion to engage in coercive diplomacy by way of threat, sanctions, and 
intervention, which, if countered at all, depends on war endangering countervailing geopolitical 
encounters. To place these remarks in the setting of Moghadam’s approach, | would insist that there 
is a need either for a broadened conceptualization of her “second International” or the addition of 

a “third International” assigned the mission of establishing a more democratized and autonomous 
United Nations and an international legal order based on the fundamental principle of treating 
equals equally, whether the unit of concern is a state, a group, or an individual. Such a transformative 
emphasis on the normative order of regulation, rules, and institutions serving human and global 
interests as transcending the claims of national interests seems to me to be an integral part of a 


progressive planetary movement. 
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GREAT TRANSITION INITIATIVE 


TOWARD A TRANSFORMATIVE VISION AND PRAXIS 


Coordinate Globally, Serve Locally 


Bonn Juego 


What would a desirable and viable global organization of progressive movements look like in the 
context of the historical conjuncture of crises-ridden capitalism? | propose here a reorientation of 
progressive politics that are attuned to both the fundamentals of structural change and the basic 


daily needs of human beings. 
Capitalist Crises and the Covid-19 Pandemic 


The current global health crisis resulting from the coronavirus pandemic is just one of the many 
recent crises besetting the world capitalist system. The magnitude of attention given to it is 
unprecedented. Influential actors have not responded with the same urgency to the other 
life-threatening problems of climate change, ecological degradation, wars, resource conflicts, 


inequality, and privation. 


The digital world has definitely amplified awareness about the pandemic. Yet such intensity 

of reaction among powerholders and decision makers is largely because of the instantaneous 
impacts of the deadly disease on the assets, interests, and lifestyles of the business and socio- 
political elites based in the financial, production and industrial centers of capitalism in the US, 


Europe, Japan, South Korea, and China. 


The effects of zoonoses, or diseases transmitted from animals to humans such as COVID-19, are 
transboundary. They adversely affect societal interaction and economic activities from individuals 
and households to cross-border commerce, trading, and tourism. As globalization took off in the 
early 1990s, ever-increasing production for the export market has ushered in a ramp-up of zoonotic 
infections. Underpinning this process is the capitalist ethos of neoliberalism, the ideology that puts 


private interest for profits way above the collective well-being of people, society, and planet. 
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Neoliberal globalization has likewise accelerated the transition to the Anthropocene, the 
geological epoch characterized by pervasive human interference and conflict with Earth's natural 
processes.’ Planetary and ecological crises have become more manifest in new epidemics, 


massive deforestation, reduced biodiversity, and extreme weather conditions. 


The virus outbreak can victimize any individual and country. But in times of crisis, structural and 
relational inequalities that are endemic in capitalist development determine the differences in the 


respective capacities of groups and nations to bear and overcome hardships. 


Philosophically, the unfolding pandemic compels us to rethink virtually everything that exists and 
move even more rapidly toward a post-capitalist future. In reality, however, the establishment 
elites control the prevailing structure, norms, and institutions that tremendously constrain the 


actions of agents for systemic change. 


Movements Grounded in the Present 


There is a popular desire for the immediate return to business-as-usual and the status quo ante, 
not least among state leaders across the North Atlantic and the Asia-Pacific, financiers, and 
multinational corporations. Capitalists are on wealth preservation mode. Government resources 
are mobilized to bail out losses of companies and absorb risks of entrepreneurial ventures, often 
at the expense of social protection programs for ordinary laborers and citizens. The state’s 
executive apparatuses, particularly the police and the military, have reemerged as the sole 
governing authority to guarantee order in both spheres of society and economy. Almost by 
default, the state has exercised its sovereign power in deploying a “regime of exception,” which is 


susceptible to abuse and practically undemocratic.’ 


Lest progressives be left behind by the reactionary response of the economic and political right, 
the relevance of a global network of social movements must be asserted. Constructive critique 
and speaking truth to power should come with concrete policy proposals that can effectively 
arrest the pandemic. More importantly, actions must be felt by the vulnerable multitude who are 
among the movement's members and constituencies—including the endangered health workers, 
insecure communities, and impoverished families. Thus far, the latter is done in the individual 


capacity of activists and civic organizations. 
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The modern history of global political economy shows that neoliberal capitalism has evolved from 
crisis to crisis. Crises are constitutive of—and functional to—neoliberalization processes and the 


reproduction of capitalist social relations into different configurations.’ 


Periods of crisis simultaneously activate and weaken social movements. The occurrence of a 
structural crisis and its effects would vindicate progressive analyses and advocacy for change. 

But the hegemonic pro-capitalist political forces have the critical means to utilize crises to their 
advantage. Still, even in the battle of rhetoric, progressives must be circumspect in messaging for 
public relations. This includes discursively reframing usual activist comments of “we told you so” 
and futuristic slogans like “toward a post-COVID world” by evoking a deep sense of empathy and 


hope amid general anxiety, sickness, and insecurity. 


What must be activated is a global coordinating council of local movements that is grounded in 
the present. Progressive membership at every geographical scale should be responsive to real-time 


and real-life challenges, not just through manifestos and press releases but also by tangible deeds. 
A Dynamic and Democratic Learning Organization 


In agreement with Valentine Moghadam’s call to “planetize the movement,” | put forward the case 
for the formation of a political organization of the global justice movement. Willing participants 
in this process must learn from the limitations of recent discussion forums of global civil society 
and new social movements, especially the once-promising World Social Forum, and rectify the 


organizational errors of past Internationals. 


A New International, Planetary Movement, or World Party of progressive grassroots movements 
would be a dynamic and democratic learning organization. It should coordinate and keep into 
perspective various local initiatives and campaigns, observing a continuous dialogue between 
bottom-up and top-down approaches to decision-making. It should also have an open mind, 
being idealistic yet pragmatic, calculating of the dialectics between reform and revolution whereby 
particular circumstances may necessitate forging tactical alliances and making strategic 
negotiations. Though the project is to globalize the radical movement, much focus of the mass 
action should be on the plight of victims in local communities. Accordingly, state-level 


mobilizations of activist networks must be sustained because this is where sufferings and 
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oppressive practices are close to home. 


Protocols implemented to contain Covid-19 contagion like lockdowns and social distancing are 
crucial constraints to traditional operations in community organizing and to the connectivity 
required in coordinating plans for action of international and multicultural movements. 
Technology may help overcome these obstacles. At the same time, mass base and network 
expansion must include recruitment strategies to partner with scientists, engineers, medical 
doctors, and competent professionals who could actualize visions for alternative systems of 


production, exchange, and living together.’ 


Crisis signifies “the turning point of a disease when an important change takes place, indicating 
either recovery or death.” Thus, there will not be any meaningful human flourishing, social change, 


and global transformation from this significant crisis without paradigm shift about the good life. 


At this historic juncture, progressive movements ought to inspire and consolidate the reflexive 
capability of human beings for concerted action, survival, learning, and innovation. Humanity must 
be convinced to take on the progressive perspective that egoistic individualism is part of 

the pandemic problem, and that the most potent solution to this tragedy is the care and concern 
of collective being to live together in compassion, solidarity, and mutual aid toward the common 


good. 


Meanwhile, progressive movements must be able to address people's basic day-to-day concerns 
and connect these with the struggle for fundamental structural changes. We need movements 
that are not merely daydreaming about the future, but are relevant and effective in crisis and 


pandemic times. These are movements for the moment, the present, and the everyday. 
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GREAT TRANSITION INITIATIVE 


TOWARD A TRANSFORMATIVE VISION AND PRAXIS 


Thinking Beyond the Left 


Ashish Kothari 


While in general agreement with Valentine Moghadam about the need to planetize the 
movement, and the need to bring together “a multitude of emerging movements,” | am 
puzzled by why she focuses only on the Left. There is a tendency amongst some leftists to put 
all progressive movements into this fold, which is neither factual nor helpful. Many indigenous 
peoples’ movements against extractivism and for territorial and self-determination rights, 
whose participants often base their struggles on their spiritual connection to the earth, 
challenge the dominant political and economic systems they are subjected to, but would not 
be particularly pleased to be called “Left.” The same holds true for struggles that have been 
inspired by people like Gandhi, fighting for justice through non-violence, or those emanating 
from a radical spiritualism that challenges the hegemonic tendencies of mainstream religions 
but also other forms of injustice. Even the feminist movements the author mentions cannot all 
be said to be part of the Left, given especially that patriarchy and masculinity predate 


capitalism by millennia. 


If therefore we want a planetary movement, we need to think of the diversity of progressive 
struggles and narratives that exist across the planet. Moghadam does seem to hint at this when 
she talks about the “broader spectrum of working people” and the need for the Left to 
encompass a political economy approach that also looks at the intersections amongst class, 
race, and sex. One could go beyond and add struggles relating to ethnicity, age, caste, and 
anthropocentrism. And in this sense, there is a lot to learn from not only “socialist and 
communist experiments,” but from a much larger range of movements, many of whom do not 


necessarily agree with socialism in its conventional sense. 


What would a “global political organization” look like? What is meant by its being “vertically 
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organized”? How will it avoid the centralization that has often happened in the past with global 
movements (including with the WSF)? How will it respect and foster the independence of plural 
movements (what the author calls “horizontally based")? These are all vital questions in need of 


answers. 


To my mind, a global confluence of movements is predicated on a broad agreement on ethical 
principles and values, based on which there could be elaboration of plural visions of alternative 
economy, politics, and socio-cultural relations. How we view ourselves, each other, other species, 
and the earth/universe is so critical to all of us; it determines our behavior. But as part of 
attempted global movements, we don't explicitly focus on this. Injustice is often easier to define 


than justice, but that is a challenge any planetary movement needs to deal with. 


One attempt at collective visioning of a just society, based on ethical principles, has been taking 
place in the Indian Vikalp Sangam (Alternatives Confluence) process. This and other processes of 
bringing together radical alternatives has led to the Global Tapestry of Alternatives, an attempt at 
horizontal weaving of movements to learn from each other and create a more global movement 
in the spirit of the pluriverse. This and other similar global initiatives need to talk to each other to 
“planetize the movement,” but with the explicit recognition that we do not all fit into one 


political category. 


About the Author 


Ashish Kothari is a founder of the Indian environmental group Kalpavriksh. 
He has taught at the Indian Institute of Public Administration, coordinated 
India's National Biodiversity Strategy and Action Plan process, and served 
on Greenpeace International and Greenpeace India boards. An active 
participant in peoples movements, he helps coordinate the Vikalp 
Sangam Global Tapestry of Alternatives processes and Radical Ecological 
Democracy network. His books include Churning the Earth: Making of 
Global India (with Aseem Shrivastava), Alternative Futures: India Unshackled 
(co-edited with KJ Joy), and Pluriverse: A Post-Development Dictionary (co- 
edited with Ariel Salleh, Arturo Escobar, Federico Demaria, Alberto Acosta). 


28 | PLANETIZE THE MOVEMENT! | GTI FORUM CONTRIBUTION 


GREAT TRANSITION INITIATIVE 


TOWARD A TRANSFORMATIVE VISION AND PRAXIS 


Why Universalism Matters 


Francine Mestrum 


In a recent article on the coronavirus pandemic, Yuval Noah Harari writes that we are facing two 
simple choices. The first is between totalitarian surveillance and citizen empowerment. The 
second is between nationalist isolation and global solidarity. Progressive forces will naturally 
take the second choice: citizen empowerment and global solidarity. Problem solved? Not so 


fast. 
The Lack of Global Movements 


Social movements all over the world are working on citizen empowerment. They are teaching 
human rights and the right to have rights. They are teaching about capitalism and 
globalization, inequality and poverty. They picture a better world. About twenty years ago, they 
even saw the need to organize globally and started to organize World Social Forums as an 
answer to the World Economic Forum. They strengthened their networks and agreed to reject 
neoliberalism. Their slogan was “another world is possible,” but they never succeeded in 
making clear what this other world would look like or how to get there. They claimed a million- 
person march against the war in Iraq, all over the world, as their major success. But the war 


started a couple of weeks later. Apparently, the objective did not go beyond the mobilization... 


Today, there are hardly any global social movements, let alone global political parties. The 

only structured civil society organizations at the global level are the trade unions, though their 
potential for actual agency is limited. Another group, structured though fragmented, is women. 
They have more capacity to mobilize: see the marches in all major cities of the world in March 
2020 on International Women's Day, and the global strike one day later. Another movement 


with some power to mobilize is the peasant movement, with La Via Campesina. 
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Environmentalists certainly also have to be mentioned, though they are very fragmented, with 
part of the movement following the institutional agenda while another part remains strictly 


apolitical. 


At the level of political parties, the “internationals” of the major political families can hardly be 


considered political forces. 


The most obvious reason for this sad state of affairs is clear: democracy remains in the very first 
instance a matter of states. Social contracts are national contracts. Citizens are loyal to their states 


and follow what happens in their immediate environments. Solidarity hardly goes beyond borders. 


The international order that was put up after World War II is now slowly disintegrating. 
Globalization has grown rapidly, our interdependence has indeed developed at unknown speed, 
but our organization, our citizenship, our solidarity did not follow. But there certainly are more 


reasons than just the overwhelming influence of the nation-state. 


The Demise of the Left 


An important first argument to mention is the lack of analysis of the left after the fall of the Berlin 
Wall. The happiness of the peoples from behind the wall may have surprised many, though the 
hard lessons of capitalism did not wait to manifest themselves. However, the theoretical basis of 
the left has not changed: there was no serious reflection on what went wrong or on why people, 
in general, are not waiting for “socialism.” The current demands for “socialism” from millennials in 
the United States do not go beyond traditional social democratic agendas, with welfare states and 
mixed economies never developed beyond nation-states. In short, while the radical left failed in its 
self-criticism, social democracy failed in its practice. The left did not renew its thinking and is 


divided over many crucial political topics, such as globalization, states, and social justice. 


A second argument is that although left-wing parties and movements did reject neoliberal 
globalization, these “alterglobalists” never made clear what this “alter” stood for. What was to be 
globalized and what not? Lacking a convincing political project, many groups withdrew from the 
global scene and went to work at the local level. There, concrete results were possible: another 
world for real people was in the making. However, at the local level, there is no possibility to tackle 


the root causes of problems (lack of development, wars and conflicts, financialization, external 
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debt, etc.), unless one is at the same time organized at national and global levels. Social 
movements kept saying demands had to come from the bottom up, but these bottom-up 
demands never concern the global problems that are making life at the local level so difficult. And 
while movements were doing their good work at city level, the Davos people kept meeting and 
talking, multinationals continued to produce their toxic pesticides, and financial markets 


dominated the world. In the best of cases, some philanthropist financed some local project. 


A third argument concerns the erroneous political choices of those who did want to organize 
globally. The World Social Forum, which started with a lot of enthusiasm and a real political 
potential, soon drowned in the fear of hard political choices. The “fathers” of the Forum thought 
and still think they have to be pure “civil society,” pure mobilizing, and that the Forum should never 


have a collective political voice. As its twentieth anniversary approaches, total collapse is near. 


Finally, my fourth argument may explain it all. Based on an understandable though wrong analysis 
of history and a bizarre confusion of practice and discourse, many social movements now basically 
reject modernity and development. In their eyes, colonialism gave birth to capitalism and slavery, 
and modernity developed alongside, with patriarchy one of its results. While all of these elements 
clearly have to be criticized, their conflation leads to identity politics that are dangerously close to 


the extreme right. One does not have to reject modernity in order to condemn racism. 


The major problem lies with universalism which is wrongly understood as uniformity, when it is 
precisely the opposite. Because we are all different, we need to emphasize our common humanity, 
and therefore we need universal rights, equal for all. We need universalism if we want to protect 
minorities. The inversion of this reasoning leads post-developers to cheer for fragmented identities 


which cannot be represented. It makes global organization unthinkable. 


The rejection of modernity, in the end, leads to a lost belief in the possibility of change, in the 


foregone possibility of progress and emancipation. 
Back to class politics? 


Colonialism surely has to be criticized. Capitalism surely has to be condemned. Modernity should 


indeed be subject of a serious reflection on its failures and shortcomings. Fortunately, we have 


31 | PLANETIZE THE MOVEMENT! | GTI FORUM CONTRIBUTION 


anthropological research to help us conduct this exercise. One of the most telling lessons from the 
past half-century is that there is a clear demand for modernity, all over the world, but that people 
should get an opportunity to define it themselves. Development and modernity cannot be 


brought in and imposed from the outside. 


The second lesson obviously is that nature cannot be overlooked. Humankind is part of it, and we 
have scientific knowledge to help us understand it better. The theoretical thinking on “buen vivir" 


in Latin America can be extremely useful in evisaging a moe balanced future. 


The third lesson is that class analysis remains important, but that it cannot be separated from 
race and gender. The intersectionality analysis does not have to lead to fragmented and exclusive 


identities but can help to better understand the connectedness of multiple identities. 


This brings us back to global agency. | can see only two movements which can “save the world” 
and develop into powerful global political forces with convincing alternatives for the current 


destructive policies: trade unions and the women’s movement. 


With a rejection of the homo economicus and putting care in the center, feminist ideas should 
shape the core of new economic thinking. The feminist and women’s movements should try to 
better organize and seek their commonalities, which should not be so very difficult. If ever there 


existed a shared identity based on common experiences, it is in the gendered world of women. 


Trade unions still are a well-organized political force, even if the past crises have seriously 
weakened them. Their international structures, however, did do a lot of research into the 
possibilities of integrating environmental topics. If trade unions succeed in overcoming their 
national and sectorial blinkers, if they can take into account the interests of all workers, including 
platform, informal, and domestic workers, they can indeed become a leading political force for 


shaping “another world.” 


When the World Bank started to promote globalization in the 1990s, it knew very well how this 
would make resistance to it extremely difficult. Human beings are still able to make progress by 
cooperating in large numbers, but dominant forces today will do everything to hinder and make 


that cooperation impossible at lower class level. With the coronavirus pandemic, we now see how 
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The current pandemic may provide us with new insights and help us to reorganize at the national 
and local level, but it may take a lot of time before global forces can restart to build new power 
relations. This is the irony of the current crisis: never before has our interdependence been so crystal 
clear, and never before have its solutions killed so dramatically all efforts to unite us. Maybe it is only 
in times of utter despair that people discover their collective identities, the common concerns, their 
hidden discourses that can feed the resistance. This is what we have to believe in if we ever want 


fundamental change to happen. 
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GREAT TRANSITION INITIATIVE 


TOWARD A TRANSFORMATIVE VISION AND PRAXIS 


Conjuring the Spirits of the Present 


Heikki Patomaki 


On one level, | share Valentine Moghadam’s depiction of several current problems and her 
passionate call to planetize the movement. Moghadam’s concerns about inequalities, 
antagonistic interstate relations, war, climate change, and the “rightward march of populist 
politics” are widely shared across the planet. She also makes a strong appeal to unify global civil 
society (“the movement of movements,” the World Social Forum) and a working-class-based 
Marxian Left (the Fifth International, the United Front, the Progressive International, or the World 


Party), the former “horizontally” and the latter more “vertically.” 


At another level, her analysis brings to mind an insightful point from Marx's famous essay “The 
Eighteenth Brumaire of Louis Bonaparte.” Marx discussed the French coup of 1851, in which 
Louis-Napoléon Bonaparte turned himself into the autocrat of France. In the beginning of Marx's 
essay, there are a few remarkable sentences that have been quoted time and again in the social 
scientific literature. This sentence is among them, but perhaps not as well-known as some of the 
others: 
At the very time when men appear engaged in revolutionizing things and 
themselves, in bringing about what never was before, at such very epochs of 
revolutionary crisis do they anxiously conjure up into their service the spirits of the 
past, assume their names, their battle cries, their costumes to enact a new historic 
scene in such time-honoured disguise and with such borrowed language. 
When trying to make sense of the great transformations of the twenty-first century, it seems 
difficult to avoid evoking “the spirits of the past.” Moghadam’s analysis is reasonable but also 
strangely anachronistic. She argues that the decline of the US hegemony is generating chaos. 
This is similar to the process of the British losing their empire, which engendered World War |, 


theRussian revolution, fascism and Nazism, and World War Il. So we seem to be back to the 
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theory of hegemonic stability. From such comments as well as her claim that “the collapse of 
world communism generated new crises and chaos,” one could even infer a nostalgia for the Cold 
War, the era when the US was securely hegemonic and world communism still alive and 
(presumably) well, although | am sure it is not Moghadam’s intention to evoke nostalgia for the 


1947-1989 period. 


The term “international” originated in the late eighteenth century (from Jeremy Bentham), while 
the political idea of “inter-nationalism” comes from the nineteenth century (The International 
Workingmen’s Association in 1864). Its later editions were developed during the first half of the 
twentieth century. The term “inter-nationalism” reflects the rise of nationalism: it implies that 
ultimately the world consists of nations, while also suggesting a cosmopolitan perspective on the 
modern world. The Marxian versions of internationalism remain anchored in Lenin and Trotsky, 
whereas social democrats, liberals, and greens have had, and still have, their own editions of 


Internationals. The question is, do we need to assume such borrowed language in the 2020s? 


The concept of global civil society is more recent and apt. Nonetheless, many pundits agree that 
the World Social Forum as “a movement of movements” has run its course. Perhaps it is possible to 
revive the World Social Forum in some sense, although its global attractiveness has all but vanished, 
at least for the time being, and although at the moment it is difficult to see what could replace its 
Brazilian organizational basis. There are also intrinsic reasons why the WSF failed to sustain hope for 
a better future. Although it is true that democracy requires pluralist civil society involving multiple 
movements and civic associations, the idea that there can be “a movement of movements” without 
agency is self-contradictory. A self-contradictory idea is prone to undermine its own basis, even 


become counterproductive. Something more consistent and more transformative is needed. 


Political agency requires transformative capacity, which a mere open space or a forum of 
discussions lacks. Originally, the First International (1864-1876) was not that different from the WSF, 
although it could make some decisions and take positions. The First International was a loose 
organization of organizations and some individuals, primarily pursuing connections between the 
workers’ movements and unions in separate countries in order to create the conditions for some 
joint action such as backing of local and national strikes. Both its supporters and opponents had an 


interest in overstating its influence. The Second International (1889-1914) also had procedures for 
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adopting positions and making resolutions, but it fell apart along national lines in the summer of 
1914 (only in Russia and Serbia did the socialists vote against the war). The “verticality” of these two 
Internationals stemmed mostly from exclusionary, authoritarian, and centralizing tendencies that 
characterized some of the struggles, and from the strongly sovereign-state-reliant programmatic 
visions that became prevalent within them. Neither of the two socialist Internationals ever 


developed any notion of common collective institutions on a European or global scale. 


Something new is thus needed. This is the basis of the call for the creation of a world political party 
(WPP): an open ethico-political association in pursuit of a broad program of societal reorganization 
on a global scale. A WPP should be both more efficacious in achieving transformations than the 
socialist Internationals were and less “vertical,” i.e., more consistently committed to democratic 
ethos, principles, and practices. A political party is of course not a new idea as such, and there is a 
widespread skepticism about the current mainstream national parties. A viable WPP must be able 
to respond to this moral and political criticism. A WPP is nonetheless needed because collective 


learning and institutional change require politically capable transformative actors. 


Many critically important problems can be overcome by building better common institutions. We 
can distinguish between three moments of transformative global-democratic action: (1) activities 
within the confines of established institutions; (2) advocacy to transform global institutions and 
create new ones such as global taxes and regulations, public investment programs, and a world 
parliament; and (3) participation in the newly formed global institutions. These three moments 
also form a logical order: (1) activities within existing institutions can include (2) advocacy of, and 
legislation for, global democratic institutions, while successful attempts at creating institutions 

of planetary democracy (3) make participation in them possible. Over time, new institutions will 
become established, and the cycle can continue from (1) to (2) to (3). There is no end to history, 
and not all new institutions will have to be planetary in scope. Global institutions can, and 
characteristically should, increase the contextually overlapping, multi-layered autonomy of local 


actors. This is a vision that can inspire optimism and ambition about our future possibilities. 
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GREAT TRANSITION INITIATIVE 


TOWARD A TRANSFORMATIVE VISION AND PRAXIS 


The Betrayal of the Intellectuals 


William |. Robinson 


Surely Valentine Moghadam could not have known as she prepared her timely essay that we 
were at the doorsteps of the global coronavirus pandemic. Our existence has never appeared 
so fragile and also so interconnected. The health emergency underscores just how relevant— 
and urgent—her call to planetize the movement is. The emergency brings home to us three 


paramount matters. 


First, the pandemic makes clear, for those who may have any lingering doubts, how the fate 
of any one community on the planet is now bound up inextricably with that of humanity as a 
whole. What appeared as a localized virus in Wuhan quickly spread to just about every country 
and community in the world, leading to the lockdown of several billion people and prompting 
what some have called the greatest crisis since World War Il. Moreover, the economic 
meltdown triggered by the virus underscored how dependent we all are now on the globally 
integrated production, financial, and service system, controlled as it is by the transnational 


capitalist class (TCC) and its political agents in capitalist states around the world. 


Second, the pandemic shows how the global or planetary consciousness that people have 
been talking about ever since globalization entered our vocabulary in the 1990s is more of a 
reality than ever. As several billions of us hunkered down—although it must be stressed that 
billions more did not have the luxury of confinement (for them, it was continuing to work or 
starve)—we stayed glued to television, Internet, and social media news about the virus and its 
impacts around the world. We felt a new sense of connection, of community, and of solidarity 
with one another. We experienced as never before what Marshall McLuhan, back in 1964, 


dubbed the global village. 
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Third, if we are to have any hope of resolving the dire problems that plague humanity, from 
ecological collapse, to war, poverty, inequality, and disease, we have to collectively confront across 
borders the powers that be in the world capitalist system and their control over the means of our 
existence. From Donald Trump's criminal ineptitude in addressing the pandemic, to the trillion- 
dollar bailouts for capital, the threat to survival that billions of precarious workers face as the 
economy plunges, and the overwhelming of woefully underfunded and collapsing public health 


systems, the pandemic lays bare how it cannot be left to our rulers to resolve the crisis of humanity. 


This is where Valentine Moghadam’s essay comes in. Since 2008, there has been a rapid political 
polarization in global society between an insurgent Far Right and an insurgent Left. Now, the crisis 
triggered by the pandemic, a likely prolonged depression, will leave in its wake more inequality, 
more political tension, more militarism, and more authoritarianism. It will surely animate far-right 
and neofascist projects that have surged in many countries around the world and will do the same 
for popular struggles from below. Social upheaval and political conflict will escalate. Crises are times 
of rapid social change and open up the possibility of pushing society in many different directions, 
depending on the outcome of battles among contending social and class forces. Any popular 
outcome to these battles, in turn, will depend on how the oppressed and exploited may come 


together in united struggle—precisely the topic Moghadam takes up. 


But how prepared are popular forces from below for these life-and-death battles to come, for a 
“global movement against capitalism, militarism, and oligarchic states"? Moghadam affirms that the 
way forward will have to involve a new International (or whatever we chose to call it) and a shared 
agenda of struggle. In fact, a number of calls have gone out in recent years for the formation of 

a new world party or International. Just a month before his untimely death in 2018, the political 
economist Samir Amin published a call for the establishment of a global Fifth International of 
Workers and Peoples. Moghadam and | both participated in a 2019 forum to debate such a new 


International and were broadly in agreement on its urgency. 


Moghadam goes on to identify stumbling blocks that have impeded the forward motion of 
popular struggles from below. Even as “the rich array of activist groups and the dynamism and 


passion they display excite a sense of possibility,” she says, “the very diversity of movements and 
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their weak interconnection could constrain the Global Left’s ability to achieve meaningful change.” 
Now, having taken the discussion thus far, |am tempted to simply conclude with a “yes, yes, and 
yes” to the essay, as | find myself in agreement with all of her argument. But this would hardly 
amount to a contribution to debate. So, let me turn to what | think is absent in her account: a more 
decisive and forceful critique of the dominant paradigms that have contributed to this situation 

of “weak interconnections.” We have to analyze why there is such a multiplicity of unconnected 
struggles as we remind ourselves that the battles to come are as much theoretical and ideological 


as they are political. And why is the language of class so absent? 


A key part of the story is the betrayal of the intellectuals, for no struggle of the oppressed can 

be without its organic intellectuals. The mass struggles of the 1960s and 1970s opened up space 
for representatives from the oppressed groups and others who had earlier identified with the 
radical agenda of those mass struggles to join the ranks of the professional strata and of the elite. 
In academia, it opened up space for a new intellectual petty bourgeoisie whose class aspirations 
became expressed in postmodern narratives and identitarian politics. Sidelining class and pushing 
identitarian politics was a class project of this intellectual petty bourgeoisie, yet it came to infest 
many social movements, especially in the Global North. These narratives shaped the consciousness 
and understanding of a whole generation of young people, alienating them from embracing a 


desperately needed Marxist critique of capitalism at the moment of its globalization. 


The best identitarian politics could aspire to was symbolic vindication, diversity (often meaning 
diversity in the ruling bloc), non-discrimination in the dominant social institutions, and equitable 
inclusion and representation within global capitalism. It is no wonder that the transnational elite 
embraced as its own the politics of “diversity” and “multiculturalism” as a strategy to channel the 
struggle for social justice and anti-capitalist transformation into non-threatening demands for 
inclusion if not outright cooptation. The strategy served to eclipse the language of the working and 


popular classes and of anti-capitalism. It helped to derail ongoing revolts from below. 


Moghadam observes that we cannot divorce class from the multiple sectoral struggles that have 
raged. The post-modern identitarian paradigm and its cousin, intersectionality, exert a stifling 
hegemony in the academy. Notwithstanding their often radical-sounding language, they eschew 


class and the critique of capitalism at the level of theory and analysis as they advance the class 
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politics of the petty bourgeoisie. Such identitarian politics should not be confused with struggles 
against particular forms of exploitation and oppression that different groups face. Ethnic, racial, 
gender, and sexual oppression are not tangential but constitutive of capitalism. There can be no 


general emancipation without liberation from these forms of oppression. 


Yet the embrace by significant portions of the Left of the limitations set by this identitiarian class 


ideology and politics is an obstacle to planetizing the movement. 
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GREAT TRANSITION INITIATIVE 


TOWARD A TRANSFORMATIVE VISION AND PRAXIS 


Class Politics Fit for the Times 


Guy Standing 


As fate would have it, Val Moghadam’s essay has been overtaken by events, but it reminds 

us how we can be found framing today’s challenges in yesterday's vocabulary, imagery, and 
paradigms. | have known Moghadam for a long time and admired her work and values. My 
primary concern is the outdated notions of class and the continued romanticizing of “the working 
class.” The failure of what we call “the left” in the old neoliberal era was partly a failure to frame a 


new progressive vision. 


| have argued in this forum that a transformative politics must be oriented to the needs, 
aspirations, and dreams of the emerging mass class, not those of the old mass class. Today's mass 
class is the precariat, not the proletariat. Yet many articles and tracts from the Left persist in talking 
romantically of ‘the working class” as synonymous with the proletariat. Ironically, the remnants of 


that class have become the foot-soldiers of neofascist populism. 


In the recent General Election in the UK, a majority of what romantic leftists call the working class 
voted for the most right-wing Conservative Party in my lifetime, led by an upper-class toff known 
to be a serial liar. A majority of those with university degrees, particularly those in the precariat, 
who voted, voted for Labour. But, as with the United States, France, and elsewhere, what was 
striking was that most of the precariat did not vote. The Conservatives won a landslide victory with 


the support of just 29% of the electorate. 


| saw this up close because, for the past three years, | have been an unpaid economic adviser to 
Shadow Chancellor Jonn McDonnell, i.e the person who would have become finance minister 
had Labour won. | wanted him to craft a vocabulary and vision to reach out to the precariat. But 


he was drowning in the atavistic pressures he was experiencing, from the labor unions, from social 
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democratic think tanks, and from aging Labour MPs and Lords wedded to the imagery of the 
proletariat. Moghadam praises the Labour Party under Corbyn as an example of the relevance of 
the past language and agenda. Labour ended up obtaining the lowest share of the vote in the 


past century. They tried to appeal to the past, and the Conservatives outdid them. 


Moghadam claims that “the moment is ripe for an alternative.” But leftists said that in 1929, and 
the world had its alternative in fascism. Leftists again said that in 2008, and the world got austerity 
and neo-fascist populism. The Left must always remember that a paradigm will be replaced only if 
another is ready and waiting to take its place. There was a lack of a progressive transformative 
vision out there before the pandemic hit, and the spokespeople of the institutional Left have 


been shockingly weak. 


Val Moghadam laments the drift to populism, quite correctly. But | would like to urge her to 
modify her narrative in three respects. First, we are not in an era of “entrenched neoliberalism.” 
That was in the 1980s and 1990s. We have been in an era of entrenched rentier capitalism. 
Undoubtedly, the neoliberalism of the Thatcher-Reagan period, with its structural adjustment 
strategy in developing countries and shock therapy in the former Soviet Bloc countries, created a 


breeding ground for rentier capitalism, which emerged in the 1990s. 


For a transformation, there must be a clear identification of what has to be overthrown and the 
reasons for opposing and delegitimizing it. The Left has traditionally focused on exploitation and 
oppression in labor. That is not where the main action is now. There has been an entrenchment 
of the rhetoric and reality of private property rights, from which extensive rent-seeking has been 
legitimized. There has been the conversion of the commons into part of the structure of rent- 
seeking, and the US-designed intellectual property rights regime has come to dominate global 


capitalism. 


Movements like Occupy missed the emerging class structure in focusing on the top 1%. 
Extraction of rentier income is greatest in the plutocracy and for those in the elite and salariat in 
plutocratic corporations. Segments of the old proletariat have also gained from rentier capitalism 
and cannot be expected to lead a struggle to dismantle it. The main opposition will have to come 


from the precariat, and to some extent from quasi-peasant movements opposed to the 
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conversion of the green and blue commons into zones of rentier capitalism. | 


Second, we must deromanticize the “working class” in the old sense, and deromanticize labor 
unions and labor parties. Above all, we must not look back wistfully and try to rehabilitate actual 
communism and state socialism. Moghadam says communism was “very effective providing 
education,” but it was often lumpenizing, with, as we know, Lenin setting the tone in lauding 
Taylorism and the dehumanization of “scientific management,” in which the workers were not 


expected to think. Labourism was a false road. 


There was a fatal loss of faith in emancipation and real freedom. There was a profound neglect of 
ecological values; the materialist drive saw nature as resources and the source of “jobs.” Whenever 
there was a conflict between jobs and the conservation of the environment, labor unions and 


socialist labor parties opted for jobs. 


This continues today. As the pandemic swept into Britain and caused an economic slump, the 
Trades Union Congress and the Labour leadership rushed to advocate wage subsidies to keep 
people in jobs, in a scheme bound to accentuate income inequalities dramatically. Under the 
scheme they advocated and then supported when the Conservatives introduced it, those on the 
median salary were set to receive £2,000 a month, those in the precariat about £400, and those on 
the margins merely an extra £20. In other words, the Left advocated and supported a policy giving 


high-earners 100 times as much as the unemployed and five times as much as the precariat. 


Third, and finally, the Left must advocate a genuinely emancipatory strategy that is driven by 
values of work rather than labor, and degrowth in valuing reproduction over production and 
fighting extinction. This is why | have long believed in having an unconditional basic income as the 
base of a transformative strategy. The most vehement opposition over the years has come from 


trade union leaders, social democrats, and certain strands of Marxists. 


For me personally, the most revealing opposition was exposed at a summer school for 
international trade union leaders, to whom | was asked to speak about the precariat and why most 
in it felt alienated from trades unions. | posed the rhetorical question, “Why is it that the most 


vehement opposition to basic income comes from trade union leaders?” 
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A senior Italian unionist said, “I think it is because we think that if the workers had income security 
they would not join unions.? There were nods of agreement. | retorted with my best smile that this 
was immoral and wrong, and that secure people make braver people who are more likely to join 


collective bodies. 


| have come to think that the themes we on the Left should be coalescing around are dismantling 
rentier capitalism, offering a new income distribution system in which basic income divorced from 
the performance of labor is the anchor, and reviving all forms of commons and commoning. Reviving 


the commons would be real movement, and it would be really class-based. 


Endnotes 
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GREAT TRANSITION INITIATIVE 


TOWARD A TRANSFORMATIVE VISION AND PRAXIS 


Lessons from the Arab Spring 
Noha Tarek 


Thank you, Valentine Moghadam, for this amazing review of our urgent need to planetize 

our radical movement for change. Even though so many setbacks have taken place around 

the world, whether in the form of failing revolutions, increasing militarism and populism, or 
environmental degradation, the radical juncture of self/collective destruction that we are facing 
indicates a singularity in our human history that may hopefully lead us into an equally radical 
transition in our systems and cultures. Radical change may only emerge out of radical 
deterioration. As someone once told me, it is when the arrow is pulled toward its most 
backward point through the arc, that the arrow may be thrust forward with the highest speed 


and greatest force. 


What we need the most as revolutionaries is to practice meta-cognition, reflecting on our 

own ways of perceiving and interacting with the world and then changing ourselves and our 
organizations and movements in our pursuit to change the system. | have become aware of 
this need mostly from my personal experiences with other revolutionaries, rather than from 
reading literature. | used to be a revolutionary at the time of the Arab Spring in Egypt. | began 
my activism as a hard-core Islamist and ended it as an agnostic feminist. As revolutionaries in 
Egypt, we were focused on demanding change—but change to what? That was a question we 
hadn't reflected on. The only group that had an agenda for change were the Islamists. But 
theirs wasn't much of a change: it was only a pursuit of replacing a nationalist type of capitalist 


authoritarianism with a religious type. 


More so, the non-lslamist revolutionaries themselves exhibited deeply-entrenched patriarchal 


behaviors while interacting in the streets. | was struck by this during my activism in the streets, 
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and while doing a field study on the political culture of activists and non-activist youth. Out of this 
experience, | realized that we strongly need to change ourselves as we seek to change our systems. 
Our social systems reinforce and are reinforced by our cultures and worldviews as individuals and 


collectivities. 


My experience with revolutionaries in America was not much different, except for substituting 
patriarchy with individualism. While interacting with a group of anarchists in America, | was shocked 
to find that they're organizing themselves with a form of hierarchical authority, by the excuse of 
having the need to protect the group from the censorship and threat of the police. Interacting with 
another group of vegan activists has struck me with their expressed culture of individualism that is 
not different from the widespread culture in America, where every individual holds themselves only 


responsible for their own survival. 


Of course, these reflections come only from personal experiences, but they made me intensely 
aware that change is a process that has to take place within and among ourselves in conjunction 
with changing the systems that govern us. The radical change that we need to make is not only 

to break free from the path of Western colonial capitalism, but also to break free from the path of 
hierarchical-patriarchal capitalism that began with the advent of the Neolithic era over 10,000 years 


ago. 


|" 


In a way, our change has to be “glocal’—organizing local independent eco-feminist-socialist 
communities, while at the same time, establishing a kind of a global network among these 
communities, to empower and inspire each other, in the fight against the global capitalist-militarist 
system. Revolutionary change has to be coordinated globally, parallel to the systemic power of 
militarist capitalism that has evolved to become global as well. | will never forget one depressing 
night when | was walking along with another revolutionary during our protests against the military 
council that got hold of the country after overthrowing the president. | was very enthusiastic about 
the prospects for change across the region, when that revolutionary man told me, whatever we 
may attempt to do is going to be suppressed by international powers, because they will never 
allow for free prosperous regimes to come in place of their puppet regimes that maintain the 


corrupt security of their military and corporations’ interests. Indeed, what transpired later proved his 


pessimistic realism to be more powerful than my idealistic optimism. Unless revolutions erupt on 
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a global scale for breaking us all free from the stronghold of multinational corporations and their 
national power elites across world regions, we can only do so much as separate peoples, still limited 


perceptually by illusive national identity borders. 


One of the few points that | want to challenge within the article is its emphasis only on the role of 
the United States in destroying revolutions across the Middle East. Russia is equally involved, as are 
Turkey, Iran, Israel, and the Gulf countries regionally. The militarist-capitalist competition between 
Russia (and its Iranian ally) on one hand and the United States (and its European Union, Turkish, 
Israeli, and Gulf allies) on the other hand, in my opinion, should not cloud us to how both sides 
are equally involved in suppressing change for the interests of their respective power elites, in the 


name of whatever “causes” they use as propaganda. 


Change can only take place if and when the people demand it. Whatever global coordination and 
support for local revolutions is needed, it cannot involve military or financial support from the 
outside, because this risks the involvement of power-elitist interests beyond genuine support for 


the free aspirations of peoples. 


| do not think that there is one issue that can be prioritized now above other issues in terms of 
focusing for the purpose of change—whether environment, gender, racism, social justice, etc. All 
issues intersect in a holistic manner, and radical change can only happen by incorporating our 
“whole” way of living, perceiving, interacting, and organizing on earth as creatures. As Herbert 
Marcuse had mentioned, this is a civilization built on fear of death, through maintaining the logos 
of control. To break free from this survivalist path and transform into an earth community based on 
sacrifice, compassion, and joy, the change that we need to make is immense, radical, and holistic 


across all aspects, scales, and levels. 


To Middle Easterners, environmental issues may seem a luxury to be concerned with while 

not having our basic human needs met and being constantly threatened with violent force 

by international powers and their puppet regional and local powers. To Westerners, issues of 
neocolonialism and social justice may seem irrelevant. But what combines us all is individual and 
collective pain that emerges from a culture and system that senselessly seeks to compete, control, 
and dominate for every individual to accumulate “resources” to safeguard their material welfare 
and societally conditioned survival. Whatever freedom or equality we may fight for will be a 


continuation of this same path of self and collective destruction if it is a fight for freedom to pursue 
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self-interests in accumulating “resources” or for equality in competitive control over one another 


and our environment. 


One thing that | think may unify our worldview and passion for change is adopting a unified 

holistic cosmic story of our past, present, and future, as creatures of this universe. It is truly symbolic 
and phenomenal that physicists and cosmologists have only discovered our origin cosmic story 

of evolution right at this singular historical time in which we are facing the threat of collective 
extinction, whether through nuclear weapons or environmental degradation, and in which we have 
become connected with boundless information through the global brain of the Internet. As | was 
floundering in my own nationalist-religious-ethnic identity as a woman raised up in the Middle East 
and facing the chaos of regional wars and failing revolutions, it was reconnecting with my “universe 
story” that has helped me through my ongoing process of healing by identifying with my relational 
and holistic nature that connects me through a billions-of-years-long complexifying consciousness 


with all other creatures as and within this universe. 


Emancipating our self-collective consciousness with a holistic unified identity and worldview 

that trespasses species, races, gender, religions, etc, is a critical building block in our path toward 
collective organizing for glocal change into our radically new path as an earth community. 
Organizing for change while we are being educated with the same divisive nationalist, racist, and 
religious worldviews, and while we are enculturated to serve our individual needs and compete 
against one another in various occupational fields to accumulate individualist power, resources, 
and prestige is a futile attempt toward—yet again—control for survival out of fear of death, which 
has given birth to this very vicious circle we find ourselves obsessively stuck in, unable to imagine a 


different way of “being” together with/as our earth. 
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GREAT TRANSITION INITIATIVE 


TOWARD A TRANSFORMATIVE VISION AND PRAXIS 


Author’s Response 


GREAT TRANSITION INITIATIVE 


TOWARD A TRANSFORMATIVE VISION AND PRAXIS 


Response to Comments 
Valentine M. Moghadam 


My opening essay for this forum touched on the many problems people and societies face 
across the globe, and attributed them to the neoliberal capitalist model of globalization, a 
system characterized by income and social inequalities within and across countries, including 
rivalries, Competition, and conflict. Covid-19 is the latest symptom of such a system, but likely 
not the last. As | argued, replacing it will require building a powerful global left movement 
along two axes: a pluralistic entity, notably a revived World Social Forum, and a mass political 
organization analogous to the Internationals of the past but with programmatic unity rooted in 
a broader concept of the working class that cuts across gender, race, ethnicity, age, and 
occupation.’ Many respondents agreed with my diagnosis, and some with my proposed 

pathway toward peace, human well-being, and planetary protection. We share recognition of 


the diversity of progressive struggles and narratives that exist across the planet? 


The idea of a broader definition of the working class resonated with some (Ashish Kothari, 
William Robinson), as did the call for internationalism and social solidarity. Francine Mestrum 
notes that “our organization, our citizenship, our solidarity did not follow” the rapid growth of 
globalization and underscores the importance of trade unions and the women’s movement. 
Noha Tarek eloquently laments excessive individualism and calls for independent eco-feminist- 
socialist Communities across the globe to help “break free from the path of hierarchical- 
patriarchal-capitalism.” Many agree that we need more creative approaches to cross- 
movement collaboration (such as those reflected in Christopher Chase-Dunn’s “diagonal” 
strategy and Donatella Della Porta’s discussion of how movements learn from each other, 
extend Della Porta’s analysis back to the Third World anti-austerity protests of the 1980s), and 


that we must replace the capitalist system with a far more equitable one. 
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Some respondents agree that more effective forms of political organization are needed (Bonn 
Juego, William Robinson, Christopher Chase-Dunn), while others stressed the importance of “radical 
spiritualism” (Ashish Kothari) or policy interventions like a universal basic income (Guy Standing) to 
forge the necessary solidarity. Some claim that the language and organizational strategies of the 
twentieth century are outdated (Heikki Patomäki) and we need entirely new solutions specific to the 
twenty-first century, yet others rightly invoke language from the eighteenth century, notably human 


rights. 


At a time of systemic crisis and uncertainty with the outbreak of the novel coronavirus, our ability 
to build such a movement will play a determining role in how the future unfolds. Without a 
sufficient counterforce, the march of right-wing populism mentioned in my essay could morph 
into more authoritarianism, protectionism, border security, and even neofascism. Countries would 
look inward, international trade would decline, repression would increase, and new conflicts, hot 
and cold, would emerge. We have seen the beginnings of this in the misguided, dangerous 
policies of Donald Trump, Jair Bolsonaro in Brazil, Rodrigo Duterte in the Philippines, Victor Orban 
in Hungary, Binyamin Netanyahu in Israel, and Narendra Modi in India. Alternatively, when the 
pandemic subsides, business as usual could reemerge. The ideological state apparatus would 
snap back into action, ensuring that citizens forget the health and economic crises and believe 
that the system is basically sound (as occurred after previous epidemics and the 2008 financial 


crisis). 


But we need not resign ourselves to these alternatives. In my preferred scenario, concerted efforts 
are forged to harness people's anger and frustration over health care inadequacies and 
inequalities (such as the disproportionate deaths of low-income African-Americans and Hispanics 
in the US), to make connections with existing progressive movements and progressive demands, 
and to formalize the many examples of solidarity and selflessness that have been on display. 
Rather than revert to the status quo, politicians, backed by the force of a robust movement, would 
advance universal health care, free education, debt forgiveness, paid maternity and family leave, 
quality day care and preschool facilities, a program of nationalizations and green technologies, 
higher salaries for service and care workers, and higher taxes on the rich, corporations, and 


financial entities. A powerful mass movement and political organization would ensure that 
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government spending continues after the pandemic for progressive ends. Only such a counter- 
hegemonic entity could keep governments honest, challenge media misrepresentation, and 


represent the interests and needs of the masses of working people. 


A movement wijl need a strategy and vision for the short, medium, and long term. An important 


medium-term institutional goal is to revitalize of the UN system, currently weakened by corporate 


capture and bullying by powerful states, along with inconsistent adherence to international law 
(as Richard Falk notes). If for the foreseeable future the world capitalist system remains in place, 
the new International could insist that a Tobin tax on international currency transactions be 
implemented and a global trust fund be established, overseen by an independent department 
within the UN to respond quickly to crises or urgent development needs. The end goal, of course, 
is not to “fix” capitalism but to replace it with a truly equitable and sustainable system. To 
“collectively confront across borders the powers that be in the world capitalist system and their 
control over the means of our existence” (William Robinson), we need a global political 


organization. 


When Dr. King condemned the American war in Vietnam, he was ahead of his time, but tragically 
not for long. The US war machine has continued, leaving devastation in its wake and diverting 
resources needed at home for the social rights of citizens and dignity of working people. If ours is 
an era of angry frustration, let us work to harness it in a peaceful and progressive direction 


through a shared vision and strategy. There is enough agreement among us to make that happen. 


Endnotes 


1. See also the cogent analysis by Sahan Savas Karatasli, “The Twenty-First Century Revolutions and Internationalism: A 
World Historical Perspective,” Globalizations 16, no. 7 (2019): 985-997. 


2. Elsewhere, | have written of my hope that the many new movements and campaigns could unite around a common 
agenda: “Feminism and the Future of Revolution,” Socialism and Democracy 32, no. 1 (Summer 2018): 31-53; and “What is 
Revolution in the 21st Century? Toward a Socialist-Feminist World Revolution,” Millennium: Journal of International Studies 
47 (2019). 
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